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CALL TO ORDER

Legal notice having been given, Commission Chair Caryl Hart called thismeeting of the CaliforniaState
Park and Recreation Commissionto order at 9:05a.m. The Chair thanked everyone attending the meeting
and introduced the commissionersand California State Parks staff who were present. Chair Hart al'so
explained that both Steve Bachman and DanitaRodriguez were representing State Parks' Diablo Vista
District at today’s meeting. Sheclarified that DanitaRodriguez was currently serving asActing District
Superintendent, though Steve Bachman had performed thisrolethroughout much of the processto develop
thegeneral planfor the Cowell/Marsh project that woul d be bef ore the Commission today.

INTRODUCTIONS AND WELCOMES BY THE CITY OF BRENTWOOD
AND EAST BAY REGIONAL PARK DISTRICT

Chair Caryl Hart introduced Mayor Robert Taylor of the City of Brentwood. Mayor Taylor welcomed the
commissionersand meeting attendeesto the brand new Brentwood Community Center. Several commis-
sionerscommented on the beauty, size, and quality of thefacility. TheMayor thanked everyonefor visiting
Brentwood. Mayor Taylor then read a proclamation to be presented to the Commission, which described
some of the area shistory and the City of Brentwood's partnership with CaliforniaState Parksand their
involvement in the structural stabilization of the John Marsh home. The commissioners posed for aphoto-
graphwith the proclamation and Mayor Taylor.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart thanked Mayor Taylor and the City of Brentwood staff for their hospitality
and for the proclamation. The Chair then introduced Beverly Lane, Ward 6 Director of the East Bay
Regional Park Digtrict.

Beverly Lanewel comed the commissionersto Contra Costa County and provided background on the East
Bay Regiona Park District’simportant partnershipswith California State Parks. Ms. Lane explained that
thedistrict currently managed 65 park units comprising approximately 111,000 acres, and that they also
managed three units of the California State Park System. She thanked the state for administering the grant
fundsthat had made many district projects possible, and she expressed the East Bay Regional Park Dis-
trict’ssupport for the Cowell/Marsh general plan that the Commission would be considering today.

Chair Caryl Hart thanked Ms. Lanefor her comments. The Chair continued that asa Regional Park
Director in Sonoma County she could especially appreciatethe value of the partnership California State
Parksenjoyed with East Bay Regional Park District.

AGENDA ITEMAL1:
APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE OCTOBER 21, 2011 MEETING IN SOUTH LAKE TAHOE

Chair Hart asked if therewould be any changesto the draft minutes of the Commission’s October 21<t,
2011 meeting in South Lake Tahoe. There being no changesor corrections, the Chair noted that reading of
theminuteswould bewaived and the draft minutes hereby approved by the Commission.



AGENDA ITEM 1.
CHAIR’S REPORT, COMMISSIONER REPORTS/COMMENTS, RECOGNITIONS

The Chair noted that thisitem provided an opportunity for commissionersto comment on mattersof inter-
est, providedirection to staff, conduct committee business, and providerecognitions. Chair Hart asked if
the commissioners had any mattersto discussor report. There being none, the Chair asked Commissioner
Paul Junger Witt to read thelist of employeeswho had recently retired from their careerswith California
State Parks.

Commissioner Witt read thelist of recently retired employees, noting that thislist represented retirements
announced since the Commission’s October 21, 2011 meeting, atotal of over 1,047 yearsof servicetothe
citizensof Cdifornia

CharlesBancroft, Monterey DistriCt.........ccoooevererenceeneene. 30years

Miguel Bargjas, Northern ButtesDistrict ..........cccceevveveenen. 36 years

Ronald Bayhan, San LuisObispo Coast Digtrict.................. 10years, 10 months
DonnaBeane, DiabloVistaDigtrict .........cccceevcveeiieeieecnen, 11 years, 8 months
Paul Carlson, Acquisition & Real Property Services ........... 38years, 6 months
Ben Cox-Frankenfield, North Coast RedwoodsDidtrict ...... 1 year, 6 months
Joanne Danielson, Marin District .........ccecvveeveeccieecieecee, 27 years, 2 months
John Duggan, MarinDIStriCt........cccooerereriecieneceeeeeeie 6 years, 11 months
John Ekstrom, Russian River Sector ..........cccccvevveeiee i, 30years, 6 months
EvaForney, Capital DiStliCt........cccoeiiiiieniceeee e, 20years, 6 months
Susan Grove, SIierabDIStriCt .......ccccvevcieeiieccee e 25years, 11 months
MarlaSueHastings, Silverado District.........ccccooeeeeiiciicnene 32years, 10 months
JamesHolt Jr., Grantsand Local ServicesDivision............. 23 years, 3months
Stuart Hong, Planning DiviSion ..........cccoccvevieeiee s, 34 years, 1 month
Theodor Jackson Jr., Gold FieldSDistrict ........cccooveeeeenne 30years

Ethel Jones, Monterey DIStriCt ........cccoceevceeviecceeccee s 30years, 7 months
Neal Jones, Acquisition & Real Property Services.............. 11 years, 2 months
JoanneKarlton, Central Valey District .........cccccceevveenennee. 38years, 4 months
AntoninaKarnaugh, SantaCruz District ...........ccccceeveeenen. 26 years, 7 months
AliceKing, Natural ResourcesDiviSioN..........cccceceeeieeneenenne 23 years, 2 months
MinMinKu, Business& Fiscal ServicesDivison .............. 10years, 11 months
DouglasLampman, Off-Highway VehicleDivison ............. 24 years, 4 months
John Lane, Gold RUSh DIStIiCt .......cccevveeiiieceecie e 11 years, 4 months
MilesLundquigt, Off-Highway VehicleDivision.................. 30years, 7 months
Walter Meyer, Tehachapi DISHFiCt ........ccoovienenecicicc 19years, 11 months
Carol Milloway, Capital DISICL .......coveevieeieiiesie e 29 years, 4 months

Emerson Mills, Acquisition & Redl Property Services.......... 22 years, 6 months
CarolynMomsen, Acquisition & Real Property Services..... 26 years, 2 months

John Moaoberry, SerrabDIStliCt ........cooeerirerireeeeee e 15years, 1 month
Juventino Ortiz I11, San LuisObispo Coast Digtrict ............. 29years, 11 months
Holly Palmer, Northern ButtesDiStrict ..........cccceeeeeiveinnens 10years, 5 months
Alex Pegbody, Public Safety DIVISION .......ccccoereeicicnieee 29years, 3months
JosefinaPizano, San Diego Coast District .........ccccceeeuveeee. 4 years, 5months
John Rivera, San LuisObispo Coast Didtrict ........ccccceveeeee. 35years

Jan Saber, Capital DISIIiCE .......ccoveerieririisee e 38years, 2 months



Mika Sandoval, AngeleSDISICL ......c.ooereeriereeierie e 29years, 6 months

James Serpa, Orange Coast DiStriCt .......ccoooveveeieerieeieeninns 21 years, 11 months
Moises Solis, Channel Coast DISCt .......coveeeeeeieenieniennene 35years, 8 months
Stephen Soto, Public Safety DiviSion .........ccocevveveeiicnnnne. 34 years, 5months
Todd Thames, Public Safety Divison...........cccecceevieennenene 27 years, 4 months
JR. Thompson, Russian River Sector ...........cccoeeeevencreenne. 20years, 9 months
Gary Walter, FecilitiesManagement Division ...................... 38years, 3months
LauraWestrup, Northern ButtesDIstrict ........ccccoeeeeeieeneee 12 years, 11 months

Commissioner Witt thanked theseretireesfor their dedication and service, and added aspecia thanksto
the Cdlifornia State Parks staff who had assi sted with the Commission’s briefing at the Cowell/Marsh
property the previousday. The Commissioner noted that he had enjoyed hisvisit to Brentwood. He ex-
plained that helived inthe " other Brentwood,” the West L osAngel escommunity, but taht he had gained a
new appreciation for the Contra Costa County Brentwood.

Chair Caryl Hart also expressed thanksto theretiring staff members. She added that the Commission was
especialy grateful to staff for the many long years of service and dedication during thesetimesthat pre-
sented so many challengesto California State Parks.

AGENDA ITEM 2:
APPROVAL OF SPECIAL REDWOOD GROVES

Chair Hart then asked Commissioner Bill Kogerman to read the requeststo establish commemorative
redwood grovesin units of the State Park System. Commissioner Kogerman read thefollowing grove
request and made amotion to approvethisgrove. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Paul Junger
Witt.

Asrequested by Save the Redwoods L eague:

Fran B. Wolfe Grove
inPfeiffer Big Sur State Park
Cameron Wbl fe, donor

The commiss onersvoted unanimously to adopt the resol ution establishing this special redwood grove.

AGENDA ITEM3:
DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Commission Chair Caryl Hart introduced California State Parks Director Ruth Coleman to present her
Director’s Report. Director Coleman noted that each of the commissioners had received awritten copy of
her report in advance of the meeting and that shewould be highlighting just afew itemsat thistime.

“America’'sSateParks’ organization —Director Coleman described how the National Association of
State Park Directors (NASPD) had established anew entity called “ America s State Parks,” a501c3
non-profit corporation. She explained how America' s State Parks had been created to advocatefor state
parksat thenational level, where country-wide over eight thousand park unitsattract over 720 million
visitorseach year. The Director added that NASPD, of which sheiscurrently serving as president, be-
lieved an organization likeAmerica s State Parks was necessary given the challenges park systemswere
facing acrossthe nation. Director Coleman explained the organization’s“First Day Hikes” initiative, where
onJanuary 1st, 2012 over 14,000 people celebrated the New Year by getting outdoorsand hiking in state
parks, choosing from 400 hikes sponsored by state park systemsthroughout the nation.

California Sate Par ksbudget —Director Coleman reminded the commissionersthat the current state
budget would compl etethereductionsintroduced the previousfiscal year, meaning a$22 million reduction



would gointo affect fully on July 1st, 2012. The Director noted that she had good newsto report in that an
innovation permitted by the state Department of Financewould now allow California State Parksto spend
more of thefundsit generatesin the current budget year, whereasin the past any unanticipated funds
realized from revenue generation could not be used until thefollowing year’ sbudget cycle. Director Cole-
man stated that she believed thisnew processwould be very helpful to California State Parksasthe
department worked to develop innovative sol utionsto the budget reductions,

Director Coleman explained another recent innovation involving two consulting firms, PROS Consulting
and CHM Government Services, both of which had previously worked with Georgia State Parks, to devel-
op abusiness plan for each unit of the California State Park System — something that had not existed in
the past. The Director explained that California State Parks had aways created budgets on a sector basis,
becauseit was so often necessary to share resources amongst many parks. Shefurther explained that this
resulted in alack of accurate dataregarding the cost of operating individual park units. Director Coleman
stated that when completed, this project would result in abusiness plan for each park that identified opera-
tional costsaswell asrevenue generating potential . She clarified that thiswould not result in an expecta-
tion that each and every park unit would be self-supporting, but rather that it would help toingtill in park
staff the desireincorporate innovation to improve the revenue stream in each park.

Director Coleman explained that it wasimportant to movethe department in thisdirection because of the
changesin funding that had taken place over thelast 30 years. She described how when Governor Jerry
Brown had been governor for thefirst time (1975-1982) amost 95% of CaliforniaState Parks' budget
camefrom the state’sgeneral fund, asunrestricted tax dollarsthat the department used to steward natural
and cultural resources. Director Coleman further described how although California State Parks' mission
and stewardship responsibilitieshad not changed, in July 2012 only 28% of the department’s budget would
be sourced from the state’ sgeneral fund. She emphasized that while the mission remainedinviolate, how
the department was funded had changed significantly. The Director stated that thisdrastic change, made
incrementally over thelast 30 years, required different skillsand avery different mindset as staff recog-
nized that they must both steward these precious resources and al so generate the revenueto do so.

The Director also described changesto staffing that would provide greater flexibility for both employees
and the department. She explained that work was being conducted to createa” park manager” classifica-
tion that would allow expanded promotional opportunitiesfor staff. She added that the department would
haveto become morenimbleand flexibleon all levels.

Director Coleman stated that the department wasworking with the California State Parks Foundation on a
fundraising campaignto createa*leadership institute” that would help State Parks staff to devel op mar-
keting and business plansand recogni ze opportunitiesfor increasing revenue, and would a so help build the
capabilitiesof non-profit organizationsthat may beinterested in operating some State Park System units.
Sheemphasized that while the goal wasto foster an entrepreneurial approach to park operation, projects
generating or utilizing revenue would remain mission-based. Director Coleman stated that she hoped this
would result in apositivetransformation of the day-to-day operation of California State Parks.

Partner shipsfor operation of park unitsslated for closure—Director Coleman noted that consider-
ableactivity related to operational partnershipswould betaking place during February 2012. The Director
explained that during February, California State Parkswoul d be conducting partnership workshopsin the
citiesof Fort Bragg, LosAngeles, Redding, Santa Rosa, and West Sacramento. Shefurther explained that
the purpose of theworkshopswould beto provideinformationto potential partnersinterested in operating
park unitsthat would otherwise be closed because of budget reductions. Director Coleman described the
detailed workbook —available at the workshops and online—devel oped to accompany the workshops, and
how theworkbook provided information related to the requirements of both the park unitsthemselves
(what isrequired to operate apark) and what would be required of potential partnerswho wished to be
considered as park operators. Thefiveworkshopswere designed to provide additional opportunitiesfor
interaction with potential partnersand provideavenuefor questionsand answers. Director Coleman also



called thecommissioners’ attention to the summary of potential operational partnershipsthat had been
included inthewritten copy of the Director’s Report that they had received.

Director Coleman also described aproposal that the department had submitted to the state Public Works
Boardthat, if approved, would permit California State Parksto “bundle” park unitstogether if doing so
would alow for operational arrangementsthat better served the department’smission.

Director Coleman concluded her report and asked if there were any questionsfrom commissioners.

Commissioner Bill Kogerman asked if the changesthe Director described related to expending fundsin
theyear thosefundswere generated would requirelegidative action. Director Colemanreplied that legis-
lative action would be necessary to effect this change. The Director continued that thisproposal wasan
innovative action of the Brown administration that had been included in the governor’s January 10th bud-
get that could go into effect on July 1st, 2012 if that budget was approved by thelegidature.

Commissioner Kogerman then asked for clarification of the arrangement by which revenue generated at
specific park units, such asthe popular beach parksin Orange County, was placed into asingle depart-
ment-widefund. The Commissioner noted that this processdid not provide any incentivefor the staff of
individual park unitsto generate additional revenueasany additiona revenuewould only bedistributed to
thissinglefund. Director Ruth Coleman replied that there was an awareness of thisin State Parks man-
agement and that arevolving fund wasbeing created that would provide funding for individual State Park
districtsand park unitsto devel op innovative revenue-generating projectswhich the districtswould then
repay oncethe projectswere profitable, alowing aportion of any additional revenue generated to be kept
withinthedistrict or park for local use. The Director noted that not all of the additional revenuewould be
availablefor local use, asapercentage of these fundswould contribute toward the operation of the historic
unitsthat were so vital to the State Park System but that were not capable of being self-supporting. She
emphasi zed that the new business plans being devel oped would provideincentivesto encourage cregtive
revenue generation at the park level that was consistent with the California State Parks mission. Commis-
sioner Kogerman stated that he thought thiswas an excellent idea.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart asked if the new business planswould be avail ableto the public online, so
they could provide anopportunity for interested partnerstoidentify wherethe potential existed for mem-
bersof the public to participate in park operation. Director Coleman replied that the business planswould
not bein placefor ayear or more, but that the planswould be made avail ableto all interested parties. The
Director added that the business planswould provide an understanding of the department’s per-park
operating costs, information that had previously been unavailable. Chair Hart stated that shewould liketo
have updates on the progress of the business plans provided to the Commission.

The Chair asked Director Colemanif business planswould first be devel oped for the parksthat were
scheduled for closure. Director Coleman replied that parks scheduled for closure would not bethefocus
of theoriginal business plans. She explained that theinitia contract to devel op the planswould focuson
three representative districts— Central Valley District, Monterey District, and San Diego Coast District —
over aperiod of ninemonths. She explained that these districtswoul d provide model plansthat could then
beused for parksin other districts. Director Coleman added that these planswould be equally useful for
staff and for others, for example, non-profit partnersthat wished to operate park units.

Chair Hart asked Director Coleman if atimelinefor development of the park businessplans could be
provided to the commissioners and made availableto the public. She added that “ business plan” may not
bethe correct term to usein that these planswoul d be devel oped to emphasi ze partnerships, opportunities,
and innovation while making parks—their natural and cultural resources—more appeaing and more
availableto the public. The Chair added that Sonoma County Regional Parks had worked with PROS
Consulting and been very impressed with the results this consultant had produced. Chair Hart a so men-
tioned that herself and Commissioner ElvaYanez, asmembers of the Commission’sad hoc committeeon
park closures, planned to conduct “ listening session” meetingsto hear publicideas and suggestionsrel ated



to funding the State Park System and keeping all parks open. Chair Hart noted that she hoped apositive
message could be communicated that would involve members of the publicin creating asustainable State
Park System. She added that she would inform the commissionersof thisplan asit devel oped.

Director Ruth Coleman explained that the commissionerswould be informed of the contracting processas
detailsbecame available. She added that she agreed with Chair Hart that “ business plan” was not the best
label for the plansthat would be devel oped for State Park System units. Director Coleman also stated that
these new ways of looking at park management wouldin no way alter themission of CaliforniaState
Parks, which would continueto focus on stewardship of the state’s natural and cultural resourceswhile
providing recreation opportunities. The Director added that the mission wasinviol ate and that the plans
being discussed related only to achieving the mission in aworld where taxpayerswere no longer contribut-
ing to State Parksto the extent they had in the past.

Commissioner ElvaYanez suggested that the plansbereferred to as*“ strategic plans’ rather than business
plans, asthismoreaccurately described the plans functionintheworld of non-profitsand public service.
Commissioner Yanez added that she believed it wasimportant toidentity the challenges of establishing
such anew paradigm for park management, and that it was critical to explain the nature of thischangeto
citizensand gain public support.

Chair Caryl Hart stated that while she and other commissionersintended to participate in the upcoming
park partnership workshops, she believed it was even moreimportant that California State Parksrespond
appropriately to those who participated in the February workshops.

Director Ruth Coleman agreed with Chair Hart and explained that State Parks' Deputy Director for
Externa Affairs, Sedrick Mitchell, would be managing the partnership workshop program. Shewent onto
explainthat Mr. Mitchell had agreat deal of experience administering State Parks' grant program, that he
had devel oped the partnership workbook, and that hewould be utilizing his skillsand staff to conduct the
workshopsin the same efficient manner astheir many successful grant-related outreach programs.

Commissioner Tommy Randle asked if the business planswould servefor multipleyears, and how fre-
quently the planswould be evaluated for efficiency. The Director replied that the planswould servefor
multipleyears, and that as management tool sthe planswoul d be evaluated on ayear-to-year basis.

AGENDA ITEM 4
CLOSED SESSION

Chair Hart noted that the Commission would now conduct aclosed session pursuant to the authority of
CdliforniaGovernment Code Section 11126E. The closed session would beto consider pending litigation
involving the Commission, including but not limited to Washoe M eadows Community versus California
State Park and Recreation Commission, California Department of Parks and Recreation, Alameda Superi-
or Court Case number RG11605742. The Chair apologized for the necessity to briefly adjourn the meeting
and reconvenein closed session in another room. She noted that the cl osed session was not opento the
public and added that the Commission would reconvenein open session to provide an account of any
reportable events as soon aspossible. The Chair adjourned to closed session at 9:52 a.m.

Chair Hart reconvened the Commission in open session at 10:22 am. Sheintroduced Senior Staff Counsel
Kathryn Tobiasto provide an account of reportableitemsfrom the closed session. Ms. Tobias reported
that the Commission had discussed litigation rel ated to the adoption of the Lake Valley State Recreation
Areagenerd plan amendment aswell aslitigation involving SheaPropertiesin ContraCosta County.

AGENDA ITEM5:
PUBLIC HEARING

Chair Caryl Hart opened the public hearing portion of the meeting at 10:24 am. The Chair described the
speaker registration process and requested that each speaker complete aregistration form.



ITEMB5A:
Consideration and possible action on the Department recommendation to

approve the general plan and environmental impact report for the state historic park
property known as Cowell Ranch/John Marsh

ITEM5B:
Consideration and possible action on the Department recommendation to
name the state historic park property known as Cowell Ranch/John Marsh
as Los Meganos State Park

Chair Hart explained that because of their closerelationship, agendaitems 5A and 5B would be presented
to the Commission together, though action on each item woul d be considered separately. Shefurther

explained that in addition to the material sthey had already received, the commissionerswould now hear a
short presentation on thesetwo agendaitemsby Steve Musillami, Chief of State Parks' Planning Division.

Mr. Musillami provided an overview of the general plan and environmental impact report for the unnamed
state historic park property known as Cowell Ranch/John Marsh. He explained the property’shistory and
how it cameto be a State Park System unit. Mr. Musillami reviewed the park’s natural and cultural re-
sources, including the sensitive species and habitats contained within the park and the many documented
archaeological sites. Hereferred the commissionersto the proposed general plan and theinformation
provided during the briefing in the park that had been conducted the previousday. Mr. Musillami called
particular attention to the staff recommended changesthat had been added to the general plan which
replaced theoriginal Cultural Resource M anagement section of the plan found on pages 3-42 through 3-
44, Animportant component of these changes wasthe Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to be
created which would devel op amulti-representational advisory group to direct the futureimplementation of
sitespecific projectsat thispark.

Inconclusion, Mr. Musillami formally requested that the Commission approvethe preliminary genera plan
and certify the program environmental impact report for the state historic park known as Cowell Ranch/
John Marsh. State Parks’ recommended namefor thispark was L os Meganos State Park (classified asa
state historic park). He asked if the commissionershad any questions.

Commissioner ElvaYanez asked Mr. Musillami to review the objective of the discussionsthat took place
with Native Californialndian representatives during the planning process and how these obj ectivesrel ated
to thecultural goalsand guidelinesof the proposed general plan. Mr. Musillami explained that the general
plan goal s described what State Parkswould like to accomplish, whilethe guidelinesidentified how this
would bedone. He noted that the planincludesagoal known as“CUL1” which callsfor the stabilization
and preservation of all cultural resourcesinthe park. Mr. Musillami added that the Memorandum of Un-
derstanding with the Native American Heritage Commission would establish agroup that would develop
the process by which thisgoal would be carried out. He al so explained that before any devel opment work
took place at the park acultural resources management plan would be created. Thisplan would, among
other things, identify the extremely sensitive areas of the park — historic and prehistoric—and specify the
typesof activities, if any, that would be permitted there, including provisionsfor accessby Native Califor-
nialndians. Mr. Musillami added that the plan did not separate the prehistoric and historic resources or
emphasizeone over the other.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart asked if the proposal to namethe park included an opportunity to designate
aseparate namefor the park’shistoric zone. Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobiasreplied. Ms. Tobias
explained that the historic zone could be named asa*“feature’ or management zonein the general plan,
and that existing Commission policy provided an opportunity to take such an action.

Commissioner Tommy Randle asked Mr. Musillami if he believed the public workshops conductedin
conjunction with the devel opment of thegeneral plan provided afair representation of the community,
particularly with regard to the Native Californialndian community. Mr. Musillami replied that he believed
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the representation had been fair. He added that Most Likely Descendentsidentified by the Native Ameri-
can Heritage Commission attended many of the public meetings, and that State Parks archaeologist Rick
Fitzgerald had worked closely with the designated M ost Likely Descendentsover thelast several years.

Commissioner ElvaYanez asked Mr. Musillami to characterize the significance of the prehistoric archaeo-
logical sitesinthispark inrelationto other parksinthe State Park System. Mr. Musillami replied that while
hewas not an archaeol ogist, he was aware that the archaeol ogical sitesin thispark were extremely signif-
icant, given that the prehistoric artifacts, situations, and conditionsfound at thispark did not exist in any
other State Park System units.

Therebeing no further questionsfor Mr. Musillami, Chair Hart announced that the Commission would now
here public comment on agendaitems5A and 5B, concerning the unnamed state historic park known as
Cowell Ranch/John Marsh. The Chair called 14 speakersin the order they had registered:

GeneMetz, concerning the naming of the park for John Marsh.

Rob Wood, of the Native American Heritage Commission, concerning theinterpretation of the Euro-
American and 5,000-year-old prehistory of thispark in abalanced manner.

Larry Myers, of the Native American Heritage Commission, regarding opposition to rehabilitating the
Marsh house, and not excavating or rel ocating the human buriasin the park.

Ruth Orta, concerning her agreement with Larry Myers' statements, her feeling that burial sites should not
bedisturbed, and her suggestion that the park be named “Volvone.”

Jm Townsend, representing East Bay Regional Park District, regarding the successful partnership of his
district with CdliforniaState Parks, congratul ations on completion of thegeneral planfor Cowell/Marsh,
theimportance of trail linkages, the continuation of managed grazing at the park, and hisrequest that the
Commission direct staff to devel op along-term use agreement with East Bay Regional Park District for
operation of the Round Valley staging area.

Carol Jensen, representing the Contra Costa County Historic Landmark Advisory Committee, regarding
theinappropriatenessof referringto thisproperty as* Cowell,” and her recommendation that the park be
named John Marsh State Historic Park.

Craig Bronzan, representing the City of Brentwood, regarding the city’s successful partnership with Cali-
forniaState Parks, Brentwood' s contributionsto both the park’sgenera plan and the stabilization of the
Marsh house, and hiscommendation of State Parks' staff and the unique rel ationship between the city and
State Parks.

Ron Brown, representing Save Mount Diablo, regarding hisorganization’ssuccessful partnership with
State Parks, Save Mount Diablo’s contributionsto the acquisition of the Cowell/Marsh property, hissup-
port for along-term agreement with East Bay Regional Park District, the continuation of grazing, and the
inclusion of “Marsh” inthe park’sname.

Steve Torgeson, concerning hisappreciation for the Cowell/Marsh park, and theimportance of incorporat-
ing the history of Native Californialndians, the Spanish, and John Marshin the park’sname.

Beverly Lane, concerning her appreciation for the City of Brentwood’ s support of thispark and general
plan, and theimportance of including Marshin the park’sname.

Patty Bristow, representing Friends of Byron, regarding her desireto seethe park named John Marsh
State Historic Park.

Nancy Jameson, representing the John Marsh Historic Trust, regarding the desire to have John Marsh be
incorporated into the park’s name whilea so being respectful of all cultures.

Beverly Ortiz, phD, regarding theinterpretive plan for the park, the naming of trails, and her desireto see
the park named VVolvone State Park, with park featuresliketrailsnamed for John Marsh and others, inter-



preting Native Californialndian peoplesin contemporary society, and establishing aconnection with the
greater Bay AreaMiwok community.

Kathy L eighton, representing the East Contra Costa Historical Society, concerning the desireto seethe
park named John Marsh State Historic Park.

Therebeing no other registered speakers, Chair Hart called for unregistered speakers. There being none,
the Chair closed public comment on agendaitems5A and 5B at 11:37 am. The Chair asked staff if they
had anything to add in response to the commentsreceived. Therebeing no additiona information from
staff, Chair Hart called for questions or commentsfrom commissioners.

Commissioner ElvaYanez noted that shewas pleased to hear that the department would be continuing to
work with the Native American Heritage Commission on themany culturally sensitiveissuesinthispark.
Sheadded that it was her desirethat future park plans better accommodate sacred sitesand burial
groundsat an earlier stagein the planning process. She noted that her mind was not made up regarding the
park’sname and that shelooked forward to hearing from her fellow commissionerson thistopic.

Commissioner Paul Junger Witt stated that Commissioner Yanez had expressed hisown concernsvery
well. He added that it was his hope that the park’s name could be one that the public would embrace so as
to increase awareness and visitation at this park.

Commissioner Bill Kogerman stated that hewasin favor of approving the park’sgeneral plan solong as
thegoal of returning the park toits pre-1840 condition of all-native vegetation could be omitted. Commis-
sioner Kogerman explained that thiswas an unrealistic goal that should be removed from theplan. He
added that hewould also liketo see agreater commitment to the continuation of grazing and the preserva-
tion of farmland inthegeneral plan. The Commissioner asked Senior State Archaeologist Rick Fitzgeraldif
amethod existed by which the matter of the Marsh house being constructed on aburial site could be
appropriately mitigated.

Senior State Archaeol ogist Rick Fitzgerald replied, noting —asthe commissioners had recognized —the
very great challenge of mitigating the effects of the historic Marsh house being constructed on asacred
burial ground. Mr. Fitzgerald stated that he believed that the new language inserted in the staff recom-
mended changesto the general plan, along with the cultural resources management plan that would be
developed for thispark, would provide asol ution to this challenge. Commissioner Kogerman and Mr.
Fitzgerad briefly discussed theinterpretation of the prehistoric and historic resourcesat the park.

Regarding the park’sname, Commissioner K ogerman referenced Commission policy on naming, noting
that park units should utilize aname with which the public has been accustomed dueto location, associa-
tion, history, natural features, or general usage. The Commissioner noted that hefavored apark namethat
included “ John Marsh,” though he believed it was a so acceptableto include“Meganos’ if desired. Com-
missioner Kogerman stated that he did not believe it was acceptabl e to propose new and unfamiliar names
at thistime.

Commissioner Tommy Randlethanked all of the speakersfor their comments. The Commissioner stated
that he appreciated the passion that had been expressed, but suggested that because of thispassionit
could be appropriatethat anamefor the park be selected objectively by the commissionerswho residein
different partsof the state. Commissioner Randle noted that the naming decision would be difficult, and
that he hoped the Commission’sdecision would be onethat everyone could livewith.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart stated that shewas very happy with the park’sgeneral plan, and expressed
her thanksto the organi zationsthat had contributed so much to making this property astate park: the State
Coastal Conservancy, the Trust for Public Land, the S.H. Cowell Foundation, Save Mount Diabl o, the
CaliforniaDepartment of Fish and Game, Caltrans, the Wildlife Conservation Board, and the U.S. Bureau
of Reclamation. She a so thanked East Bay Regiona Park District for their rolein managing the park.
Chair Hart stated that she al so had struggled with deciding an appropriate namefor the park, but had
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decided to recommend Marsh Creek State Park asthe name. She explained that this name recognized not
only theinfluence of John Marsh, but also the contributions of hiswifeand family whose experiences
were aso well documented though they had been virtually forgotten. Chair Hart added that she believed
thename Marsh Creek State Park a so provided appropriate recognition for the descendents of John
Marsh who occupied the house and rancho. Shefurther explained that by naming the park after the creek,
which had long ago been named Marsh Creek, the park’ sname could better represent the entire landscape
without discounting thelong history of Native Californialndiansonthissite. Chair Hart al so recommended
that the Commission namethe 16.4-acre historic zone surrounding the Marsh house the“ John Marsh
HouseHistoric Zone.” The Chair asked for amotion related to the actions before the Commission.

Commissioner Bill Kogerman made amotion that the Commission adopt the resol ution beforeit to approve
the genera plan and environment impact report for the state historic park property currently known as
Cowell Ranch/John Marsh, with the proviso that the requirement to return the park entirely to native plant
speciesberemoved, and an emphasis placed on theimportance of the preservation of primefarmland.
Therewas no second to Commissioner Kogerman’smotion. Themotion failed.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart and Commissioner K ogerman discussed the motion. Commissioner Koger-
man explained that he had been informed by staff that the goal to return the park to native plantswasan
unrealistic one, and that he believed the success of the general plan could be dependent on this. Chair Hart
stated that staff were aware of Commissioner Kogerman's concernsand that shedid not feel it was
necessary to modify the genera plan to incorporate thisconcern.

Commissioner Kogerman amended hismotion to adopt the resol ution before the Commissionto approve
thegenera plan and environment impact report for the state historic park property currently known as
Cowell Ranch/John Marsh as presented to the Commission. The motion was seconded by Commissioner
Tommy Randle. The commissionersvoted unanimousdly to adopt the resol ution to approvethe general plan
and environmental impact report for the state historic park known as Cowell Ranch/John Marsh.

Commissioner Kogerman then made amotion to namethis park John Marsh Meganos State Historic Park.
Thewas no second to the Commissioner’smotion. Themotionfailed.

Chair Caryl Hart made amotion that the park be named Marsh Creek State Park, with the historic zone
named John Marsh House Historic Zone. Commissioner ElvaYanez seconded the motion.

Commissioner Yanez stated that while she found the name Marsh Creek State Park acceptable, shewould
not be satisfied if other, better alternatives could be made available. Commissioner Kogerman, Chair Hart,
Commissioner Randle, and State Parks' Planning Division Chief Steve Musillami discussed the proposed
name and confirmed that whileit was not the staff recommended name, Marsh Creek State Park had
been one of the names proposed during the general planning process. Chair Hart explained that her pro-
posed name recognized the Marsh family namewhile al so recognizing animportant geographic el ement of
the park (the creek). The Chair further explained that she believed that by recognizing thelarger land-
scape of the park, the name Marsh Creek State Park al so acknowledged the thousands of years of occu-
pation of thisareaby Native Californialndians.

Commissioner Paul Junger Witt noted that thisnaming presented achallenge and that it would beimpossi-
bleto please everyone. The Commissioner stated that he while the name Marsh Creek State Park was
imperfect, he believed it represented an el egant sol ution which hewould support.

Chair Hart asked if there would be any further discussion. There being none, the Chair called for avote.
CommissionersHart, Randle, Witt, and Yanez voted aye, Commissioner Kogerman voted no. Themotion
passed to name the state historic park property known as Cowell Ranch/John Marsh asMarsh Creek
State Park. The Chair added that in adopting this name the Commission acknowledged this park asthe site
of thousands of years of native occupation, thelocation of the historic John Marsh homestead, and sug-
gested the natural resource valuesand wildlife habitatsthat will continueto beimportant el ementsof the
park intheyearsto come.
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State Parks Planning Division Chief Steve Musillami explained for therecord that the classification of this
park would remain “ state historic park” although thiswas not reflected in the park’s new name.

The Chair then noted that shewished to return to the recommendati on that the Commission formally
establish anamefor the park’s historic zone surrounding the Marsh house. Chair Hart asked for amotion
to namethe park’shistoric zone, asdelineated in the newly-adopted general plan, asthe Johnn Marsh
House Historic Zone. Motion Commissioner Yanez, second Commissioner Witt. Thecommissionersvoted
unanimousdly to namethe park’s historic zone the John Marsh House Historic Zone.

During avery brief break in the proceedings, Commissioner K ogerman addressed Jim Townsend of East
Bay Regiona Park District. Commissioner Kogerman noted that he believed State Parks had been waiting
for an approved general plan for the Cowell/Marsh park (now Marsh Creek State Park) before entering
into along-term operating agreement with East Bay Regional Park District. The Commissioner suggested
to Mr. Townsend that he make aformal request to California State Parksto develop anew operating
agreement. Mr. Townsend replied that it was hisintention to make such arequest of State Parks.

ITEM5C:

Reconsideration of, and upon reconsideration, action on approval and findings for the
Environmental Impact Report, General Plan Amendment & Classification Adjustment
related to the Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf Course Reconfiguration Project

Commission Chair Caryl Hart explained that California State Parks staff had recommended that the com-
mission reconsider their October 21<t, 2011 vote concerning thisitem. She explained that the Commission
must first voteto reconsider their previous actions concerning both thefinal environmental impact report
and theproject. The Chair further explained that the Commission would then consider taking anew action
on thisenvironmental impact report, the project, and act to adopt related findings. Chair Hart asked for a
motion to take up thisitem. Motion Commissioner Kogerman, second Commissioner Randle. Thecommis-
sionersvoted unanimoudly to take up thisitem for reconsideration.

Chair Hart introduced Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobiasto present item 5C to the Commission.

Kathryn Tobiasexplained that at the Commission’s October 21st, 2011 meeting, the Commission unani-
mously approved the general plan amendment for Lake Valley State Recreation Areaand the classification
adjustmentsfor Lake Valley State Recreation Areaand Washoe M eadows State Park. M s. Tobias ex-
plained that alegal action had been filed in objection to these decisionsand that thishad raised some
concern that the procedure employed could be considered deficient. She stated that the procedure had
been extensively reviewed, and that the situation wasuniquein that aproject of thisnaturewould typically
come solely under thejurisdiction of the Director of CaliforniaState Parks. Ms. Tobias explained that
sincethe proposal involved ageneral plan amendment and the classification adjustment of two park units,
Commission approval wasrequired. The Senior Staff Counsel clarified that it was not required that the
Commission reconsider its October 21st, 2011 actions, but that thiswas being proposed as an abundance
of procedural caution. Ms. Tobiasfurther explained that the Director of California State Parks had already
certified the project’ senvironmental impact report, and had approved the findingsand mitigation measures
attached to the project. She described how these approval swere conditional upon the Commission’s
action, and how oncethe Commission approved the general plan amendment and classification adjustment
the Director’sactionswould becomefina. Ms. Tobiasadded that all theletters, testimony, and presenta-
tionsfrom the October 21st, 2011 Commission meeting wereincorporated here by reference, and that the
commissioners had each received astaff report, the findings, and a proposed resol ution forwarded from
the Director. She explained that the findingswere dated January 20th, 2012, asthiswasthe datethis
document had been forwarded to the Director. M s. Tobias added that the commissionershad also received
acopy of thetranscript of the October meeting. She stated that these documents had al so been provided
to the neighborhood association, the plaintiff in thelawsuit that had been brought against State Parks.

Senior Staff Counsel Tobias also explained that the commissionerswerelikely to hear allegationsthat
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California State Parks had committed viol ations of the Bagley-K eene Open Meeting Act and the Public
RecordsAct. Ms. Tobiasexplained that this project had undergone an extensive public involvement pro-
cessover themany yearsthat the project had been in development. She called the commissioners’ atten-
tionto the staff report that described this process, adding that there had been 18 Public RecordsAct
requests up to and including one made on January 18th, 2012. Ms. Tobiasexplained that the plaintiffshad
alleged that they had been denied accessto records, but that these all egationsfailed to acknowledge that
the Public RecordsAct allowsten daysto identify records rel evant to such requests. Shefurther explained
that State Parks had responded to requeststo review records, had offered alternative dates, and had made
staff availableto assist with record review when an individual appeared to review records after being told
thereview materialswere not yet avail able. Ms. Tobias described how thelaw permitsrecordsto be
inspected, but only once documents had been identified asthe recordsin question. Shealso explained that
an allegation had been made that material s provided to the State Park and Recreation Commission had
only been made availableto interested partieslessthan 24 hours prior to the Commission meeting. Ms.
Tobiasclarified that the documents provided to commissionerswerevirtually identical to those distributed
at the October 21st, 2011 meeting, only differing in thefirst paragraph of the staff report which explained
the actions before the Commission today. Ms. Tobias continued that the findings has been dightly revised
to reflect thefact that the commissionerswoul d be adopting findingsthat had now been adopted by the
Director. She also stated that park neighbors had proposed the concept of a“ recreational hub” and that
thisrecommendation would be addressed asamanagement plan isdevel oped for the parks.

Ms. Tobiasreiterated that State Parks utilizes atiered planning processin which avery broad general plan
isadopted and then followed by project-level or zone-level plansfor implementing specific projects, and
sheexplained that only proposalsthat areinconsistent with the approved generd plan trigger additional
environmental review. Ms. Tobiasasked if therewere any questionsfrom commissioners.

Commissioner Bill Kogerman and K athryn Tobias discussed the alleged Public RecordsAct violation. Ms.
Tobiasexplained that arequest was madeto review recordsthat had not yet been compiled, making them
unavailable. She added that those who had made the all egations could explain further.

Commission Chair Caryl Hart opened public comment on agendaitem 5C, concerning the Upper Truckee
River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration Project, at 12:18 p.m. Chair Hart again explained the
speaker registration process and noted that the Commission had previously conducted apublic meeting on
thissubject. Shethen called seven registered speakerson thisitem:

Norma Santiago, representing the EI Dorado County Board of Supervisors, concerning her objectionsto
the project and her request that decisions pertaining to thismatter be postponed for three months.

Lynne Paulson, regarding her objectionsto the October 21st, 2011 Commission actionsand theinadequa-
ciesof theenvironmental impact report for thisproject.

John Klimaszewski, regarding the funding and economic infeasibility of theriver restoration and golf
course project.

Keith G Wagner, attorney representing the Washoe M eadows Community organization, regarding his
firm’srepresentation of thisorganization in thelawsuit challenging State Parks, the Commission actions
related to theriver restoration and golf course project, and hisrequest that for acontinuance of the deci-
sionsto be made at today’s meeting.

Bob Anderson, representing the TahoeArea SierraClub, regarding theinfeasibility of theriver restoration
and golf course project’s*Alternative 2,” and hisrequest for additional timeto develop anew alternative.

Rick Hopkins, regarding scientific objectionsto theriver restoration and golf course project and hisdesire
to seek amore cost-effective approach to theriver restoration.

Nancy Graalman, representing Defense of Place, regarding her organization’s mission and the protection
of Washoe Meadows State Park from devel opment.
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Chair Hart called for unregistered speakers. There being none, the Chair closed public comment on agen-
daitem 5C at 12:42 p.m. She asked staff if they wished to respond to the public commentson thisitem.

Senior Staff Counsel Kathryn Tobias noted that she wished to clarify what had been said about the find-
ingsthat had been presented to the Commission. Ms. Tobias stated that since the project had not been
approved at thetime of the October 21st, 2011 meeting, the findingsdocument presented at that timewas
indraft form. Shereiterated that the findings document had been availableto the public at the October
21st meeting. Ms. Tobiasfurther explained that findings such asthesewerelegally required in order to
trace the connection between substantial evidence and the adopted conclusion. She added that all the
information contained in thefindings had been taken directly from the project’ senvironmental impact
report, and that this EIR had been made avail able to the public throughout the planning process.

Commissioner Bill Kogerman noted that some of the speakershad implied that new information had been
provided to the commissionerswithin thelast 24 hours; he asked for clarification of thispoint. Ms. Tobias
replied that the only new information that had recently been made avail able werethe statisticsregarding
thenumber of golf courserounds played on the existing golf course.

Commissioner Kogerman addressed CyndieWal ck, manager for the Upper Truckee River Restoration and
Golf Course Reconfiguration project, asking if any of the public speakershad provided information that
was new or had not been previoudly considered. Ms. Walck stated that she had not heard any new infor-
mation. Ms. Wal ck continued that while she understood therewere different opinionsregarding the
project, State Parks had conducted extensive studiesto affirm its position and proposals. She also stated
that the method of reducing sediment by armoring the stream channel, as proposed by Andrew Simon,
would not providethe habitat benefits of the solution proposed by State Parks. Ms. Walck clarified that in
the past only revenue statisticsfor the existing golf course had been available, so she had requested from
the operator and subsequently provided to interested partiesthe information on the number of rounds of
golf played; thishad been shared the previous evening. She added that the number of rounds had been
decreasing over thelast several yearsand that this correlated with the revenue datathat had been provid-
ed. Ms. Walck also noted that the golf course reconfiguration would result in adecreaseinirrigated acre-
ageand requirelesswater thaniscurrently used, and she clarified that the fen areathe commissioners
saw when visiting the park on October 20th, 2011 was situated up-slope and outside the project area.

Chair Caryl Hart asked for amotion to adopt the resol ution before the Commission concerning the approv-
al of findingsfor theenvironmental impact report and approval of thegenera plan amendment and classifi-
cation adjustment rel ated to the Upper Truckee River Restoration and Golf Course Reconfiguration
Project at L ake Valley State Recreation Areaand Washoe M eadows State Park. M otion Commissioner

K ogerman, second Commissioner Yanez. The commissionersvoted unanimously to adopt theresolution as
presented.

AGENDA ITEM6:
OPEN PUBLIC COMMENT

Chair Hart opened the Open Public Comment portion of the meeting at 12:47 p.m. She proceeded to call
seven registered speakers:

PatriciaJones, representing Citizensfor East Shore State Parks, regarding her organi zation’srequest that
Eastshore State Park in Alameda County be renamed M cL aughlin Eastshore State Park in honor of Sylvia
McLaughlin, founder of Savethe Bay, and Citizensfor East Shore State Parks' willingnessto pay for
updated signs depi cting thisname change.

Chair Caryl Hart asked for clarification regarding legid ative action rel ated to thisnaming request. State
Parks Director Ruth Coleman and Patricia Jonesreplied that the action that had taken placewasin the
form of an Assembly Concurrent Resol ution. Thisresolution had been filed with Secretary of Stateon
September 6, 2011. Theresolution requested that California State Parks rename Eastshore State Park as

14



McL aughlin Eastshore State Park. The resol ution al so requested that the department determine the cost of
appropriate signage incorporating the new name, and, upon the receipt of donations from non-state sources
sufficient to cover the cost of that signage, erect these signsin the park. Director Coleman noted that
Assembly Concurrent Resol utions are not signed by the governor.

Chair Hart requested that this matter of renaming Eastshore State Park be agendized at the next meeting
of the Commission. The Chair continued to call theregistered speakers:

Doris Sloan, representing Citizensfor East Shore State Parks, regarding theimportance of Sylvia
McLaughlin’s contributionsto Save the Bay and the proposal to rename Eastshore State Park for Ms.
McLaughlin.

Ed Bennett, representing Citizensfor East Shore State Parks, concerning SylviaM cLaughlin’simportance
to Bay Areaenvironmental issues and the proposal to rename Eastshore State Park for her.

Vicki Lee, representing SierraClub California, regarding support for the proposal to rename Eastshore
State Park for SylviaMcLaughlin.

Ellen Barth, of Citizensfor East Shore State Parks, regarding SylviaM cL aughlin’senvironmental work
and the proposal to rename Eastshore State Park for her.

Allen Baylis, representing the Naturist Action Committee, regarding thetradition of clothing optional usein
state parks and thelack of department policy on thisissue, and hisorganization’srequest that State Parks
conduct astudy and hold public hearingson thistopic.

Norma Santiago, representing the EI Dorado County Board of Supervisors, concerning her request that
State Parksdevel op greater partnershipswith local jurisdictionsfor the economic, socia, and environmen-
tal benefit of all.

Inresponseto Ms. Santiago’s comments, Commission Chair Caryl Hart stated that shewishedto again
acknowledge the unique partnership that State Parks enjoyed with the City of Brentwood. The Chair
added that she believed that State Parkswoul d be conducting more intensive outreach effortsand seeking
expanded partnership arrangementsin thefuture.

The Chair asked if there were any other registered or unregistered speakers. There being none, Chair
Hart closed Open Public Comment at 1:05 p.m. and asked for amotion to adjourn.

Commissioner Bill Kogerman noted that he wished to go on record as supporting the concept of employing
morethan onebridgein the Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf Course Reconfiguration Project.

AGENDAITEM7:
ADJOURNMENT

Therebeing no further commentsor questions, Chair Hart adjourned the meeting at 1:06 p.m.

ATTEST: Theseminuteswereapproved by the California State Park and Recreation Commission on
September 28, 2012, at itsduly-noticed public meeting in SantaMonica, California

By: ORIGINAL SIGNED BY Date: 9-28-12

LouisNastro

Assistant to the Commission

For Janelle Beland, Acting Director, California Department of Parksand Recreation
Secretary tothe Commission
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State of California - The Resources Agency Edmund G. Brown Jr., Governor

’ DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION Ruth Coleman, Director

®

Meeting of the
CALIFORNIA STATE PARK AND RECREATION COMMISSION
City of Brentwood Community Center, 35 Oak Street
Brentwood, California
Friday, January 27, 2012 - 9:00 a.m.

AGENDA of the MEETING
Al. Approval of minutes of the October 21, 2011 meeting in South Lake Tahoe.

1. Chair’s Report, Commissioner reports/comments, Recognitions.

2. Approval of Special Redwood Groves — as requested by Save the Redwoods League and
Sempervirens Fund.

3. Director’s Report.

4. EXECUTIVE (CLOSED) SESSION* pursuant to the authority of Government Code sec-
tion 11126(e), to consider pending litigation involving the Commission as defined by Gov-
ernment Code section 11126(e)(2), including but not limited to Washoe Meadows Com-
munity vs. California State Park and Recreation Commission, California Department of
Parks and Recreation, Alameda Superior Court Case No. RG11605742.

5. Public Hearing:

A. Consideration and possible action on the Department recommendation to approve the
general plan and environmental impact report for the state historic park property known
as Cowell Ranch/John Marsh.

B. Consideration and possible action on the Department recommendation to name the

state historic park property known as Cowell Ranch/John Marsh as Los Meganos State
Park.

c. Reconsideration of, and upon reconsideration, action on approval and findings for the
Environmental Impact Report, General Plan Amendment & Classification Adjustment
related to the Upper Truckee River Restoration & Golf Course Reconfiguration Project.

6. Open Public Comment (on subjects other than the above agenda items).
7. Adjourn.

* Please note that the closed session will not be open to the public. The meeting room will be cleared dur-
ing the closed session. At the conclusion of the closed session the Commission will reconvene in open
session to provide an account of any reportable events as required.

Copies of this agenda and the public notice of the meeting are available on the Internet
at www.parks.ca.gov/default.asp?page_id=936



